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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is in response to the amendment filed on July 5 th , 2007. Claims 6, 7, 9, 10, 16, 17, 
22 and 24 have been amended and Claims 1-24 are pending and have been considered below. 



r Response to Amendment 

2. The amendment filed on July 5 th , 2007 has been considered but is ineffective to overcome 
the Cookson et al (5,896,454) reference. 

Specification 

3. The amendment filed on July 5 th , 2007 has been considered and is effective to overcome 
the previous objections. Therefore, the objections to the specification have been withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

4. The amendment filed on July 5 th , 2007 has been considered and is effective to overcome 
the previous objections. Therefore, the objections to the claims have been withdrawn. 



5. 



the 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The amendment filed on July 5 th , 2007 has been considered and is effective to overcome 
previous rejections. Therefore, the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 rejections have been withdrawn. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

7. Claims 1, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 18-21 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Cookson et al. (5,896,454), 

Claims 1, 4 and 21: Cookson et al. discloses a method and computer-readable optical medium 
containing instructions for preventing use of an unauthorized copy of a software program 
comprising the steps of: 

a. determining a media type of an optical medium containing the software program 
[column 5, lines 23-27]; 

b. and inhibiting exQcuX\on(further play is aborted) of the software program stored on the 
optical medium by preventing execution of the software program if the optical medium has 
media type that indicates that the optical media is copied [column 5, lines 44-49]. 

Claim 5: Cookson et al. discloses a method as in claim 1 above and further discloses that the 
step of determining the media type comprises inserting the optical medium in a drive of a 
computer and reviewing a medium-type code field contained in a mode parameter header(7ea</-w 
section) of the optical medium [column 3, lines 22-27]. 

Claim 7: Cookson et al. discloses a method as in claim 1 above and further discloses that a 
media type indicates that the optical medium is copied is one of a write-once media type and an 
erasable/rewriteable media typc(writeable disk) [column 2, lines 24-25 and column 5, lines 39- 
48]. 
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Claim 8: Cookson et al. discloses a method as in claim 1 above and further discloses the step of 
executing the software program stored on the optical medium if the step of determining 
determines the optical medium to be an optical read-only medium [column 5, lines 23-27]. 
Claim 9: Cookson et al. discloses a method as in claim 1 above and further discloses the step of 
searching for a file on the optical medium containing the software program prior to determining 
the media type to ensure that the optical medium contains the software program [column 2, lines 
24-25 and column 5, lines 23-27]. The examiner notes that it is inherent to first find the medium 
type code stored in the lead-in section of the disk before being able to determine the media type. 
Claims 18 and 23: Cookson et al. discloses a method and computer-readable optical medium 
containing instructions for preventing execution of an unauthorized copy of a software program 
stored on an optical medium comprising the steps of: 

a. determining a media type of the optical medium [column 5, lines 23-27]; 

b. and executing the software program stored on the optical medium if the optical 
medium has a media type that indicates that the optical medium is an original version(pressed 
disk) [column 5, lines 23-27]. 

Claim 19: Cookson et al. discloses a method as in claim 18 above and further discloses that a 
read-only media type indicates that the optical medium is an original version [column 5, lines 23- 
27]. 

Claim 20: Cookson et al. discloses a method as in claim 18 above and further discloses the step 
of inhibiting execution of the instructions if the optical medium does not have a read-only media 
type [column 5, lines 44-49]. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

9. Claims 2, 3, 6, 10-17, 22 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cookson et al. (5,896,454). 

Claims 2 and 3: Cookson et al. discloses a method as in claim 1 above, but does not explicitly 
disclose that the step of inhibiting the execution of the software program comprises preventing 
execution of selected features of the software program by determining a set of features of the 
software program to execute. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to prevent execution of selected features of the software program. 
One would have been motivated to do so in order to allow execution of insignificant features of 
the software such as trial versions, previews, or purchasing information. 
Claim 6: Cookson et al. discloses a method as in claim 5, but does not explicitly disclose that 
the drive is a CD-R/W drive. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to use a CD-R/W drive or any other optical media drive. One 
would have been motivated to do so in order to apply this method to other media formats. 
Claims 10 and 22: Cookson et al. discloses a method and computer-readable optical medium 
containing instructions for authenticating an original optical medium comprising the steps of 
inserting the optical medium in a drive of a covcvpxx\$r(player/recorder) and checking a media 
type of the optical medium [column 4, lines 64-67 and column 5, lines 23-27], but does not 
explicitly disclose that the drive is a CD-R/W drive. However, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use a CD-R/W drive or any other 
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optical media drive. One would have been motivated to do so in order to apply this method to 
other media formats. 

Claim 11: Cookson et al. discloses a method as in claim 10 above and further discloses the step 
of searching for a file on the optical medium prior to checking the media type [column 2, lines 
24-25 and column 5, lines 23-27]. The examiner notes that it is inherent to first find the medium 
type code stored in the lead-in section of the disk before being able to determine the media type. 
Claim 12: Cookson et al. discloses a method as in claim 10 above and further discloses that the 
step of checking a media type comprises reviewing a medium-type code field contained in a 
mode parameter header(7ead-/>? section) of the optical medium [column 3, lines 22-27]. 
Claims 13-15: Cookson et al. discloses a method as in claim 10 above and further discloses: 

a. the step of checking the media type comprises verifying that the optical medium has a 
read-only media type and that it is indicative that the optical medium is an original 
vQYsion(pressed disk) [column 5, lines 23-27]; 

b. the step of executing a software program stored on the optical medium if the optical 
medium has a read-only media type [column 5, lines 23-27] . 

Claim 16: Cookson et al. discloses a method as in claim 10 above and further discloses that the 
step of checking the media type comprises identifying if the media type is one of a write-once 
media type and an erasable/rewritable media type(writeable disk) [column 2, lines 24-25 and 
column 5 , lines 23-27]. 

Claim 17: Cookson et al. discloses a method as in claim 16 above and further discloses the step 
of inhibiting execution of a software program stored on the optical medium if the step of 
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checking identifies that the media type is one of a write-once media type and an 
erasable/rewritable optical media type [column 5, lines 39-48]. 
Claim 24: Cookson et al. discloses an electronic device comprising: 

a. memory for storing computer program instructions. The examiner notes that it is 
inherent for the device to have memory for storing computer program instructions if the device is 
executing the instructions; 

b. a processor for executing the stored computer program instructions [column 4, lines 

42-43]; 

c. and an optical &n\Q(player/recorder) for receiving an optical medium containing a 
software program, the computer program instructions including instructions for determining the 
media type of the optical medium and inhibiting execution of the software program stored on the 
optical medium if the optical medium has media type that indicates that the optical medium is 
copied, but does not explicitly disclose that the optical drive is a CD-R/W drive [column 4, lines 
40-42]. 

However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
use a CD-R/W drive or any other optical media drive. One would have been motivated to do so 
in order to apply this method to other media formats. 

Response to Arguments 
10. Applicant's arguments filed on July 5 th , 2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 
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Regarding Claims 1, 18, 21 and 23: The Applicant argues that Cookson et al. does not disclose 
inhibiting the execution of a software program or a software program stored on an optical 
medium and that it merely "discusses the well-known art of inhibiting play of audio, video or 
data disks". However, the Examiner respectfully disagrees and submits that while Cookson et al. 
employs a "digital video recording" throughout the reference, this is meant as an example to help 
illustrate the concept and does not limit the invention to only "digital video recordings". 
Furthermore, Cookson et al. discloses, "writeable medium is one on which digital data can be 
recorded regardless of what is represented by that data, i.e. any kind of "program ", audio, 
video, audio-visual, text or data, or any combination thereof' [column 2, lines 31-35]. 
Regarding Claim 3: The Applicant argues that in addition to the shortcomings as set forth in 
Claim 1 , Cookson et al. does not disclose "determining a set of features to execute" and only 
discloses completely aborting further play with regard to unauthorized copies of audio-visual 
disks. However, the Examiner respectfully disagrees and submits that Cookson et al. discloses 
various levels of copy protection states, such as "no restriction"(free to copy or playback), "first 
generation copy"(only one copy allowed and free to playback), "no copies allowed"(free to 
playback only) and finally "no copies ever"(free to playback only if on proper media type, if not, 
then no playback allowed). Furthermore, the Examiner notes that it is common for digital video 
disks(DVD) to contain more than merely an audio-visual segment, such as a "main menu", 
where a plurality of features(ie. advertisement previews, documentaries regarding the making of 
the movie, extra scenes, etc.) may be selected and executed. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to not only allow different 
states of execution of the DVD itself but to also allow select features to remain operable or 
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inhibited depending on the current level of copy protection. For example, this may be 
advantageous in situations where a DVD has been illicitly copied, but the production company 
would still like the user of the copy to view the advertisement previews or perhaps even the extra 
scenes in hopes of enticing the user to purchase a legitimate copy. Furthermore, this would be 
the same concept as "trial versions" of software, where a fully functional software program is 
functionally limited(ie. restrict use of important features of the program) and distributed freely in 
hopes to attract the user of such "trial version" into purchasing the complete version after 
experiencing a sample of the features the full version has to offer. 

Regarding Claim 10: The Applicant argues that Cookson et al. does not disclose "inserting the 
optical medium in a CD-RW drive of a computer" and "checking a media type of the optical 
medium". However, the Examiner respectfully disagrees and submits that while figure 2 of the 
reference does in fact illustrate the disk in an "ejected" position, the disc would eventually be 
"inserted" into the device before the disc may be read. The Examiner further notes that Cookson 
et al. discloses, "a digital video disk player is capable of determining the kind of disk it is 
playing" [column 3, lines 22-23]. 

Regarding Claim 22: The Applicant argues that Cookson et al. does not disclose "detecting 
insertion of the optical medium in a CD-RW drive of a computer" and "checking a media type of 
the optical medium". However, the Examiner respectfully disagrees and submits that Cookson et 
aL discloses, "when a new disk is inserted into the player/recorder, the system first determines 
whether the disk is to be played, etc..." [column 4, lines 65-67]. Therefore, the player/recorder 
would at the very least have to detect the insertion of the disk before determining what 
operation(s) to perform on the disk. 
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Regarding Claim 24: The Applicant argues that Cookson et al. does not disclose "a CD-RW 
drive for receiving an optical medium containing a software program, the computer program 
instructions including instructions for determining the media type of the optical medium and 
inhibiting execution of the software program stored on the optical medium if the optical medium 
has media type that indicates that the optical medium is copied" for the reason already discussed 
in Claim 1 above. 
■ * 

Conclusion 

1 1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Edward Zee whose telephone number is (571) 270-1686. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 9:00AM-5:00PM EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Y. Vu can be reached on (571) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



EZ 

August 29, 2007 




